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DETAILED ACTION 
Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 

1 . A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1 .17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this 
application is eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1 .1 7(e) has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action 
has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's submission filed on June 
20, 2005 has been entered. 

Response to Arguments 

2. Applicant's arguments filed June 20, 2005 have been fully considered but they 
are not persuasive. 

In re pages 9-10, applicant states that the claims, as amended, should be in form 
for allowance because applicant has amended independent claims 1 and 13 to more 
particularly point out that the system and method store a record as a plurality of stored 
packets that correspond to received RTP packets that are part of a received record, that 
each stored packet includes, as its payload, the payload of the corresponding received 
RTP packet, that the headers of the stored packets include stored timestamps that are 
derived from the corresponding received RTP timestamp in the headers of the received 
RTP packets, and that the system thus extracts information of interest from the received 
RTP packet headers, and uses the extracted information to produce the header for the 
stored packets, that applicant has also amended independent claims 8 and 20 to point 
out that the stored timestamps in the stored RTP packets that are part of the stored 
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records are timestamps that, as set forth in these claims, represent the times at which 
the first samples in the respective payload were taken, that the method and apparatus 
in independent claims 8 and 20 take samples of time dependent data or time dependent 
functions, and the values of the samples are used as the payloads of the respective 
stored RTP packets in the stored records, that the stored records can thereafter either 
be retrieved and played in accordance with the stored timestamps (claims 9, 10, 1 1 and 
21, 22, 23), or retrieved and transmitted in accordance with the stored timestamps 
(claims 12 and 24), and that, when the retrieved records are to be transmitted, the 
system supplies to each RTP packet contained therein a transmitted RTP timestamp, as 
set forth in claims 12 and 24. 

In response, the examiner respectfully disagrees. As discussed the in the last 
Office Actions, the proposed combination of Lee and Agraharam et al discloses all the 
claimed limitations including the newly added limitation "extracting information of 
interest from the headers of the received RTP packets... each stored packet including as 
the packet payload... a header that includes... in the received RTP packet header" as 
amended in claims 1 and 13. Lee discloses in col. 28, lines 43-65 and in col. 29, lines 7- 
20 that a complete IP/UDP/RTP header compression embodiment compresses each 
and every field of the original header, e.g. RTP TS, RTP SN, etc. Depending on the 
header field to be compressed, various compression techniques can be used... with 
delta encoding, for a give field the compressor sends as a compressed value the 
difference of the value in the original uncompressed header with respect to the 
corresponding value in a reference header. ..." From the above passage, it is clear that 
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the compressed header is generated by extracting information of interest from the 
headers of the received RTP packets. 

Lee also discloses the claimed "storing a record of the data in a persistent 
medium as a plurality of stored RTP packets whose payloads represent the samples' 
values and whose stored timestamps represent the times at which the first samples in 
their respective payloads were taken" is met by the local timer 103 of Fig. 2 disclosed in 
col. 17, lines 8-24 and col. 29, lines 7-20 of Lee. 

The claimed that "the stored records can thereafter either be retrieved and 
played in accordance with the stored timestamps (claims 9, 10, 1 1 and 21, 22, 23), or 
retrieved and transmitted in accordance with the stored timestamps (claims 12 and 24)" 
is anticipated by the synchronization of the multimedia communications disclosed in 
page 2, paragraph #0032 of Agraharam et al. 

Claim Rejections - 35 CISC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 1-24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Le 
(US 6,300,887 B1 ) in view of Agraharam et al (US 2001/00421 14 A1) as set forth the 
Final Office Action mailed 12/21/04. 

Regarding claim 1 , Le discloses a method for compressing header of the RTP 
packets (Fig. 2) comprising: 
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receiving RTP packets (terminal 102 of Fig. 2 f col. 17, lines 8-24), of which each 
includes a received RTP payload and a respective received RTP timestamp; and 

compressing RTP timestamp derived from the corresponding received RTP 
packet's received RTP timestamp (col. 29, lines 7-20). However, Le does not 
specifically disclose the claimed receiving a received record and, in response to the 
received record, storing in a persistent medium a stored record as stored packets of 
which each corresponds to a respective one of the received RTP packets. 

Agraharam et al teaches that RTP packets can be stored and later retrieved on 
demand (page 2, paragraph #0025). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to incorporate the capability of storing the RTP packets as taught by 
Agraharam et al into Lee's system in order to store the RTP packets and later retrieve 
on demand. 

Regarding claim 2, Le also discloses the claimed wherein the stored timestamp 
in each stored packet header equals to the received RTP timestamp contained in the 
respective received RTP packet (col. 29, lines 7-20). 

Regarding claim 3, Agraharam et al teaches the claimed wherein the format of 
the stored packet is that of the corresponding received RTP packet (page 2, paragraph 
#0025). 

Regarding claim 4, Agraharam et al teaches the claimed wherein: 

the received and stored records contain audio data (page 2, paragraph #0025); 

and 
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the method further includes retrieving the stored record and playing it in 
accordance with the stored timestamps contained therein (page 2, paragraph #0032). 
Regarding claim 5, Agraharam et al discloses the claimed wherein: 
the received and stored records contain video data (page 2, paragraph #0032); 

and 

the method further includes retrieving the stored record and playing it in 
accordance with the stored timestamps contained therein (page 2, paragraph #0032). 

Regarding claim 6, Le discloses the claimed wherein the method additionally 
includes: 

receiving a second received record in second RTP packets containing audio 
data, each second RTP packet including a received RTP payload and a respective 
received RTP timestamp (terminal 102 of Fig. 2, col. 17, lines 8-24 and col. 30, lines 13- 
26); and 

compressing RTP timestamp (col. 29, lines 7-20) and Agraharam et al teaches 
that the second RTP packets can be stored and later retrieved on demand (page 2, 
paragraph #0025); retrieving the second stored record (page 2, paragraph #0032); and 
playing the second stored record simultaneously with the first-mentioned stored record 
in accordance with the stored timestamps contained in the second stored record (page 
2, paragraph #0032). 

Regarding claim 7, Agraharam et al teaches the claimed retrieving the stored 
record and transmitting in accordance with the timestamp in each recorded packet a 
corresponding transmitted RTP packet including in a header of the transmitted RTP 
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packet a transmitted RTP timestamp and including payload the same as that of the 
recorded packet to which that transmitted packet corresponds (page 2, paragraph 
#0032). 

Regarding claim 8, Le discloses a method for compressing header of the RTP 
packets (Fig. 2) comprising: 

taking samples of time-dependent data (terminal 102 of Fig. 2, col. 17, lines 8- 
24); and 

compressing the timestamps of RTP packets whose payloads represent the 
samples values and whose timestamp represent the times at which the first samples in 
their respective payloads were taken (local timer 103 of Fig. 2, col. 17, lines 8-24 and 
col. 29, lines 7-20). However, Le does not specifically disclose the claimed storing a 
record of the data in a persistent medium as a plurality of stored RTP packets. 

Agraharam et al teaches that RTP packets can be stored and later retrieved on 
demand (page 2, paragraph #0025). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to incorporate the capability of storing the RTP packets as taught by 
Agraharam et al into Lee's system in order to store the RTP packets and later retrieve 
on demand. 

Regarding claim 9, Agraharam et al teaches the claimed wherein: 
the sampled data are audio data (page 2, paragraph #0025); and 
the method further includes retrieving the stored RTP and playing the audio data 
in accordance with the stored packets' stored timestamps (page 2, paragraph #0032). 
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Regarding claim 10, Agraharam et al discloses the claimed wherein: 

the sampled data are video data (page 2, paragraph #0032); and 

the method further includes retrieving the stored RTP packets and playing the 

video data in accordance with the stored packets' stored timestamps (page 2, 

paragraph #0032). 

Regarding claim 11, Le discloses the claimed 

concurrently with taking the samples of the video data, taking sample of audio 
data, each second RTP packet including a received RTP payload represent the audio 
samples' value and whose stored timestamps represents the times at which the first 
samples in their respective payloads were taken (terminal 102 of Fig. 2, col. 17, lines 8- 
24 and col. 30, lines 13-26 and local timer 103 of Fig. 2, col. 17, lines 8-24 and col. 29, 
lines 7-20); and 

Agraharam et al teaches that the second RTP packets can be stored and later 
retrieved on demand (page 2, paragraph #0025); retrieving the second stored record 
(page 2, paragraph #0032); and playing the second stored record simultaneously with 
the first-mentioned stored record in accordance with the stored timestamps contained in 
the second stored record (page 2, paragraph #0032). 

Regarding claim 12, Agraharam et al teaches the claimed retrieving the stored 
record and transmitting in accordance with the stored timestamp in each recorded 
packet a corresponding transmitted RTP packet including a transmitted RTP timestamp 
and further including payload that is the same as that of the recorded packet to which 
that transmitted packet corresponds (page 2, paragraph #0032). 
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Apparatus claims 13-19 are rejected for the same reasons as discussed in the 
corresponding method claims 1 -7 above. 

Apparatus claims 20-24 are rejected for the same reasons as discussed in the 
corresponding method claims 8-12 above. 

5. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Thai Tran whose telephone number is (571) 272-7382. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Mon. to Friday, 8:00 AM to 5:30 PM. 

The fax phone number for the organization where this application or proceeding 
is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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